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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 January 2003 . 
2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-25 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |3 Claim(s) 1-5.7 and 10-21 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 6.8.9 and 22-25 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 18 November 1999 is/are: a)D accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is a response to the communication dated 01/15/2003. Claims 1- 
25 are pending in the application. 


Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to because there is an inconsistency in the drawings. 
The inconsistency is that the original drawings filed 04/30/1999 missing figure 3 and the 
formal drawings, accompanied the Letter to the Official Draftperson, filed 1 1/22/1999 
missing figure 4. In the above formal drawings, figures 1-2 are corresponding to 
Figures 1 -2 of the original drawings. However, figure 4 of the original drawings is 
somehow become figure 3 of the above formal drawings. In the specification, page 12, 
line 14 and thereinafter, it is described figure 3 of the original drawings, not figure 3 of 
the formal drawings. Thus, Applicant is required to correct the above inconsistency in 
the drawings. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5 and 10-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sherman (USP 5,878,037). 

In according to Figures 1-6 and the description at col. 3, line 22 to col. 8, line 41, 
Sherman discloses a satellite communication system (Figure 1) which implements code 
division switching at an intermediate frequency range using both narrowband user traffic 
codes and wideband cover codes to improve beam processing. The on-board switching 
of Sherman's invention is performed on an individual beam basis, rather than on the 
individual user signal basis of conventional switching methods. As a result, on-board 
equipment as well as costs can be greatly reduced. The recitation thereat reads on the 
claimed communication system as corresponding below. 

Regarding claim 1, the claim calls for a communication system (Figure 1) 
comprising: 

transmission equipment (corresponding to figure 1, elements 104) that is 
assigned to a particular origination path (corresponding to figure 2, User Data having 
traffic code T(N) and cover code C(N) associated with a particular Uplink Beam Signal 
N or just Uplink Beam Signal A/), encodes (corresponding to figure 2, Mixers 202 and 
204) user signals (figure 2, User Data) originating at or near the transmission equipment 
based on the origination path (Uplink Beam Signal N) and a particular destination path 
(Downlink Beam Signal N), and transmits (corresponding to figure 2 ; elements 206 and 
208) the encoded user signals (corresponding to Wideband Signals) on the particular 
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origination path {note: in reference to figure 1 and the description at col. 3, lines 62-64, 
Sherman discloses communications system 100 comprises satellite 102 and a multitude 
of users 104. In reference to figure 2 and the description at col. 4, lines 50-67, Sherman 
discloses user equipment comprising, among other things, a Mixer 202 acts as a 
modulator by mixing the user data with a narrowband traffic code T(i) and a Mixer 204 
acts as a spreader by mixing the narrowband signal generated by Mixer 202 with a 
wideband spreading cover code C(j) to generate a wideband signal. At col. 5, lines 1-4, 
Sherman further discloses upconverter, in user equipment 104, upconverts the 
wideband signal from IF to an appropriate RF range for transmission by antenna 208 to 
satellite 102 of figure 1 within one of the uplink signal beams)] 

switching equipment (corresponding to figures 1 and 3, element 102) that 
receives {corresponding to figure 3, element 302) the encoded user signals on the 
particular origination path, routes (corresponding to figure 3, outputs of element 302) 
the encoded user signals at a path level (corresponding to beam level), and transmits 
(corresponding to figure 3, element 304) the encoded user signals on the particular 
destination path (corresponding to Downlink Beam N) (note: in reference to figures 3-5 
and the description at col. 5, line 50 to col. 7, line 53, Sherman discloses the block 
diagram of the switching processing implemented by the satellite 102 of figure 1. 
Satellite 102 comprises, among other things, an uplink processor 302 and downlink 
processor 304. Uplink processor 302 receives all of the user signals in the 
corresponding uplink signal beams and processes those signals to direct them to the 
appropriate downlink signal beams. The uplink processing involves downconverting the 
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received RF signals to IF, removing the cover code for each uplink signal beam to 
reveal the underlying narrowband user signals, and filtering the narrowband user 
signals to isolate and route particular user signals to particular downlink processors. On 
the other hand, the downlink processor 304 receives the narrowband user signals from 
the various uplink processors 302 and processes those user signals for transmission in 
the corresponding downlink signal beam to include summing all of the user signals for 
the particular downlink signal beam; reapplying an appropriate cover code to the 
summed signals to generate a wideband signal uniquely associated with the particular 
downlink signal beam; and upconverting the wideband signal from IF to RF for 
transmission. In doing so, at col. 3, lines 49-52, the on-board switching is performed on 
a beam level, rather than on the individual user signal level as the conventional 
switching methods)] and 

reception equipment (corresponding to figure 6, element 104) that is assigned to 
the particular destination path (corresponding to figure 3, Downlink Beam N or figure 6, 
RF signal From Satellite), receives (corresponding to figure 6, element 602) the 
encoded user signals on the particular destination path (Downlink Beam A/), and 
decodes (corresponding to figure 6, element 604) the user signals (note: in reference to 
figure 6 and the description at col. 7, line 54 to col. 8, line 14, Sherman discloses a 
block diagram of the downlink processing implemented by each user 104 of figure 1. 
Each user 104 comprises, among other things, downconverter 602, mixer 604 for 
receiving, downconverting and decoding a particular user signal based on the encoded 
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wideband cover code and narrowband traffic code to distinguish between individual 
downlink signal beams and individual user signals within a downlink signal beam). 

Thus, Sherman discloses the claimed invention in a manner set forth as claimed. 

Regarding claim 2, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
particular origination path is a particular origination beam [corresponding to figure 3, 
Uplink Signal Beam N) and the particular destination path is a particular destination 
beam {corresponding to figure 3, Downlink Beam N) and the switching equipment 
(corresponding to figure 3, element 102) routes the encoded user signals at a beam 
level (note: at col. 5, lines 63-64, in reference to figure 3, Sherman discloses the uplink 
processing involves, among other things, routing particular user signals to particular 
downlink processors. At col. 3, lines 49-52, the on-board switching is performed on a 
beam level, rather than on the individual user signal level as the conventional switching 
methods). 

Thus, the recitation thereat reads on the claimed limitations in a manner set forth 
as claimed. 

Regarding claim 3, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
switching equipment is located on a satellite and the transmitting and reception 
equipment are ground-based {see col. 3, lines 38-47). 

Regarding claim 4, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
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transmission equipment is assigned to a particular origination path based on geographic 
location (corresponding to Coverage Area N). (see col. 4, lines 22-24). 

Regarding claim 5, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
reception equipment is assigned to a particular destination path based on geographic 
location (corresponding to Coverage Area N) (see col. 4, lines 26-28). 

Regarding claim 10, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
switching equipment determines to which destination path an encoded user signal is 
destined (note: at col. 5, lines 50-64, Sherman discloses the uplink processor 302, in 
satellite 102, performs processing, among other functions, to include routing particular 
user signals to particular downlink processors. At col. 6, lines 7-9, Sherman further 
discloses satellite 102 acts as a signal relay that performs the switching function that 
directs each received user signal to the appropriate destination). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
switching equipment is located on satellite (see figure 3, col. 5, lines 50-52); 

the transmission equipment encodes user signals and transmits the encoded 
user signals to the satellite via the origination path (see figure 2, col. 5, lines 5-20); 

the reception equipment receives the encoded user signals from the switching 
equipment on the satellite via the destination path (see figure 6, col. 7, line 54 to col. 8, 
line 14). 
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Regarding claim 12, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
transmission equipment encodes user signals from a plurality of users and transmits the 
encoded user signals to a satellite via the origination path (see figure 3, col. 5, line 50 to 
col. 6, line 9). 

Regarding claim 13, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for where the 
reception equipment receives the encoded user signals from the switching equipment 
on the satellite via the destination path, decodes the encoded user signals, and 
distributes the decoded user signals to at least one receiving user (see figure 6, col. 7, 
line 54 to col. 8, line 14). 

Regarding claim 14, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein 
routing information (corresponding to reapplied cover code, col. 6, line 3) is encoded in 
the user signals transmitted by the transmission equipment (see figure 3, col. 5 } line 65 
to col. 6, line 9, wherein Sherman discloses the downlink processor 304 receives the 
narrowband user signals form various uplink processors 302 and processes those users 
signals involving, among other functions, reapplying an appropriate cover code to the 
summed signals to generate a wideband signal uniquely associated with the particular 
downlink signal beam for transmitting to the appropriate destination). 

Regarding claim 15, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
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switching equipment uses the routing information (corresponding to cover code) to route 
the encoded user signals to the destination path (see figure 3, col. SJines 50-64, 
wherein Sherman discloses uplink processor 302 receives all of the user signals in the 
corresponding uplink beam and processes those signals involving, among other 
functions, removing the cover code for each uplink signal beam, filtering to isolate and 
route particular user signals to particular downlink processors for processing and 
transmitting to the appropriate destination). 

Regarding claim 16, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
transmitting and reception equipment use a spread spectrum technique to transmit the 
encoded user signals (see col. 3, lines 38-47). 

Regarding claim 17, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
switching equipment determines the origination path and destination path of an encoded 
user signal based on unique path-specific information (see col. 3, lines 49-54 and figure 
3, col. 5, lines 55-64). 

Regarding claim 18, the claim calls for a communication method (see figures 1-6, 
col. 3, line 21 to col. 8, line 14) comprising: 

assigning transmission equipment (corresponding to figure 2, user 104, col. 3, 
lines 65-66) to a particular origination path (corresponding to figure 2, User Data having 
traffic code T(n) and cover code C(n) associated with a particular Uplink Beam Signal 
N) (see figure 2); 
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encoding {corresponding to Mixers 202 and 204) user signals (figure 2, User 
Data) based on the origination path (corresponding to narrowband traffic code T(i)) and 
a particular destination path (corresponding to wideband spreading cover code C(j)) 
(see figure 2 } col. 4, lines 50-67); 

transmitting (corresponding to upconverter 206 and antenna 208) the encoded, 
user signals (figure 2, Wideband Signals) on the particular origination path (see figure 2, 
col. 5, lines 2-4); 

receiving (corresponding to uplink processor 302) the encoded, user signals on 
the particular origination path (see figures 3-4, col. 5, line 55 to col. 6, line 49)\ 

routing (see figure 3, col. 5, lines 59-64) the encoded, user signals at a path level 
(corresponding to beam basis, col. 3, lines 49-54)\ 

transmitting (corresponding to downlink processor 304) the encoded, user 
signals on the particular destination path (see figures 3 and 5, col. 6, lines 50-67); 

receiving (corresponding to downconverter 602) the encoded, user signals on the 
particular destination path (see figure 6, col. 7, line 66 to col. 8, line 6); and 

decoding (corresponding to Mixer 604) the encoded, user signals (see figure 6 f 
col. 8 f lines 7-14). 

Regarding claim 19, in addition to the features of the base claim 18 (see 
rationales pertaining the rejection of base claim 18 discussed above), the claim calls for 
wherein the particular origination path (corresponding to User Data having traffic code 
T(N) and cover code C(N) at the originating end) is an origination beam (corresponding 
to Uplink Signal Beam N) and the particular destination path (corresponding to User 


Application/Control Number: 09/302,762 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2666 

Data having traffic code T(N) and cover code C(N) at the receiving end) is a destination 
beam (corresponding to Downlink Signal Beam N) (see col. 4, lines 22-29). 

Regarding claim 20, in addition to the features of the base claim 19 (see 
rationales pertaining the rejection of base claim 19 discussed above), the claim calls for 
wherein routing (see figures 3-5, col. 5, line 50 to col. 6, line 67) is performed based on 
beam code (corresponding to cover code C(N)) encoded in the encoded, user signals 
(corresponding to Wideband Signals). 

Regarding claim 21 , in addition to the features of the base claim 20 (see 
rationales pertaining the rejection of base claim 20 discussed above), the claim calls for 
wherein encoding the encoded, user signals encodes the user signals with beam codes 
(corresponding to traffic codes T(N) at the originating end 104) associated with the 
particular origination beam (corresponding to Uplink Signal Beam N) and beam codes 
(corresponding to cover codes C(N) at the originating end 104) associated with the 
particular destination beam (corresponding to Downlink Signal Beam N) (see figure 2, 
col. 4, line 44 to col. 5 } line 49). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sherman. 
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Regarding claim 7, in addition to the features of the base claim 1 (see rationales 
pertaining the rejection of base claim 1 discussed above), the claim calls for wherein the 
origination or reception equipment is mobile. Sherman fails to explicitly disclose 
wherein the origination or reception equipment is mobile. However, at col. 6, lines 7-8, 
Sherman discloses the communications system 100 may support telephone 
communications between users 104, and at col. 8, lines 39-40, Sherman also discloses 
the present invention can be applied to wireless network that uses spread spectrum 
technology. 

It would have been obvious to those skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to replace Sherman's origination or reception equipment with a mobile unit to 
arrive the claimed invention with a motivation to provide user with the mobility the 
wireless network that uses spread spectrum technology. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 6, 8-9 and 22-25 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

On-board processing/switching equipment, routing encoded, user signals on a 
beam level, that has a controller dynamically re-routes the encoded user signals 
received from the originating ends to a conventional on-board processing/switching 
equipment that processes and re-routes encoded, user signals at a user level, in the 
event that the beam number of origination and destination satellite beams exceed the 
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number of system users by a predetermined threshold causing a predetermined system 
condition to occur, is deemed to be novel. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior art of record, considered individually or in combination, fails to fairly show 

or suggest the claimed communication system/method comprises the claimed 
elements/steps functionally and structurally interconnected in a manner set forth as 
claimed in base claims 1 and 18 and further comprises a controller/re-routing step that 
dynamically re-routes the encoded user signals received from the originating ends to a 
conventional on-board processing/switching equipment that processes and re-route 
encoded, user signals at a user level, in the event that the beam number of origination 
and destination satellite beams exceed the number of system users by a predetermined 
threshold causing a predetermined system condition to occur in a manner set forth as 
claimed in the independent claims 8, 8-9 and 22-25. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 01/15/2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's argument will be addressed hereinbelow in the order in which 
they appear in the response filed 01/15/2003. 

In the outstanding response, pertaining the objection of the drawings, Applicant 
fails to submit the proposed drawing correction. Thus, the objection of the drawing is 
maintained. 
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In the outstanding response, on pages 2-3, pertaining the rejection of claims 1 
and 18, Applicant alleges " Sherman fails to teach, disclose, or suggest a communication 
system at least including, inter alia, transmission equipment that encodes user signals 
originating at or near the transmission equipment based on the origination oath and a 
particular destination path, as recited in the context of independent claim 1. Additionally, 
... claim 18". 

In response Examiner respectfully disagrees and content that the Office Action 
has clearly pointed out the claimed limitations as recited in the context of independent 
claims 1 and 18. 

Examiner believes an earnest attempt has been made in addressing all of 
Applicant's arguments. The rejection from the last Office Action is maintained. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frank Duong whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
5428. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00AM-3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Seema Rao can be reached on (703) 308-5463. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9314 
for regular communications and (703) 872-9314 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
4700. 


Frank Duong Seema S. Rao 

March 27, 2003 SPE AU-2666 

SEEMA S. RAO tf/4/03 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 


